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Doar Rr. StrawtjesTjrf 

Kuafilyenwo a^y bo a rcoo^sod praotioi in Biatt;^rs diploi&atic bat it its aot in 
FOiA ttattors* four letter of 3/^ 5« eo «3fasiye that it does not reflect w ap^e^il and 
ie not an expUdt denial of t)te appeals It let ratbert an arguiaf^nt* I hereby renev 
the apyaal and aak that you act on it in accordance with the Act. 

You and throoffh you the Depajrtment alao ahift /ground. 

2;i yoor fora dated 3/? yo-» i24U*kod i' G,"...cIoco not refer to rec^ords or doou»cmte 
of t'l^ DapHTtfiienU •««** 

how you quote **a i>epartMent le.^cnl Adriser that « la not a req'ieet for r»ne«uibly 
identifiable recorda." not becauee they are not In fact *>fjaoonnbly ld<^tiflablo** but, 
and I here vuoto without, oais^ion,**beeau9e it would he unreasonably burdeneoiie.*' fiow'f’ 

1 a 4 ^ein quote without OBlaslon, ** to check all the Departimt reoorda on Oswald a^xnet 
all thn Hatlcnal ArchiTes snd n^-oorde Hc»rvvcc? and Warren r^^cordo to see ii they 

ootne within hir. (aeonir^ nsy) r'vquest. • Your ‘Oi^aael adde and you ccaclude,**liic is asking 
or to screen ;-rcords, nnt .•^arch.*** 

Of couree 1 could SiLplify your problem by rcquontlric every ^psrtwont record on 
Of^walut aloni^ with a repetition of loy request for a wulver of costs, i^n-l I am prepared to 
aak you to regard this as that xequost unluae you and this stonewallizvs:. 

I am not without eofoo fasdliarity with the Dopartpent* n records eystea, untess it 
has spent rsoent decades caking the*K inaocesi-tibla. Nor m I without kno^^lodge of the 
rccord-keaplQg relating \o recorue provided to the itfarren 0 o.v 9 l eslon, 

bhili' the 2^par*j^\t can identify i^itCh Cowsad record with ease, there ie no reasonable 
doubt that it iJ6L«diately after the assassination prepared a list of all such xveerda, ^/hen 
it px^ovldea au&e of tbase r* cords to tbe Coa-nission it h d another list, Where there 
is clas a i t ication, witb^ or witbout withholding, there is another list. It is oosrsofx- 
place and it is not unreasonable to cot^pare liutc. Hhim i« done, by the ^vensent regularly 
in response to my FCIA requBsle. Vlthoui auoh p -aetisea you oan*t fonotion. 

Where therr ie withholdiRf: there is stj.ll vothar list, I h^ve e nui^b r of from 

varloue sourosR mngieg fnox th^ Archlvac to the CIA. Th^se lints ld«ntify whjit withheld 
ana specify thi^ exenptiorui ololwed and, when done properly, cuithorlty for tK.*f olains. 

Tour ocunsel io attenpting to write {or rewrite) law, not read it and give its ii^arJjQg. 
I have not asked research of you, I havo asked for identifiable racordd. In rc^ponac you 
are required to Rake a good^^faith search, with due d.Lllsp:nce« T)iJs bsirg what the At^^omey 
Cr«?neral has desigoatsd an historical case, you are suppc<»ed to take on ovfiii less rf^sttictlve 
Approach to the clear ueanin^; end intent of the Act. 

It bolls down to nn sad of denial of the exietence of the rtconis l*ve requested 
and the spurious olaia that providing,: then is too nuch work. In fact it Is ; uch lesy work 
than Is oonnon in Mstorlcal FOIA oases. It has all the ap. caranoe of another effort to 
withhold outaif'e the exenptiona of the Act. 

If this ftpj^eal is^degiea please cio it in proper fora so the adninlstratlTC record will 
be slear. Please also s ulW i Htutn t}>e above request for ^ Oswald records, letting oe know 
the approxii:iAte date of availability to no. Sinoerely, Harold Veisborg 


